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ing would be supplied by the federal government, with further funding
to be solicited from private sources. The institute could be funded
directly by Congress in a manner analogous to that of the Woodrow
Wilson Center. Alternatively, a consortium composed of represen-
tatives of the executive departments, not unlike that considered for the
long-range research program, would be a possible model for this sup-
port. The former approach, while perhaps more difficult to arrange,
could insure stable fundmg and the independence from mission orien-

tation which are essential in order to obtain the greatest benefits from
such an endeavor.

Actions for Across-the-Board Support of Foreign Area
Research {See Table B, p. 29)

The first action item for foreign area research is to provide in-
frastructural support from federal funds for centers of advanced
foreign affairs research. This is not support for specific research topics,
but rather money to provide for the continued existence of these
centers so they can serve the whole community of researchers and users
of foreign area materials. Included within this support is payment to
the home institution for faculty release-time for research, post-
doctoral fellowships, funds for acquisition and servicing of specialized
libraries, funds to cover costs of disseminating research materials,
center support-staff salaries, and funds for unique centers such as the
Inter-University Center for Japanese Language Studies in Tokyo, Uni-
versities Service Center in Hong Kong, etc. Not included are the cost of
office space and utilities which would be borne by the home institution.
Annual support needed for this program is estimated at $10-15 million.

The knowledge generated and disseminated by these-centers of ad-
vanced foreign affairs research directly benefits the federal govern-
ment, which bears the responsibility for the conduct of foreign affairs.
Although education remains primarily a state, local, and private con-
cern, this is an area of federal responsibility, It appears both logical and
prudent that the federal government provide for the base support
which will insure the sustainment and quality of informational studies
and training.

The arguments for, and the approach to, handling of this infrastruc-
ture support have been developed by the American Council on Educa-
tion, acting together with government representatives in the form of a
Government/Academic Interface Committee.! The procedure would
be for these centers to be chosen initially through competition, and
subject thereafter to review for continuation at regular three-year in-
tervals. The basic program would be monitored by an advisory com-
mittee. To insure stability, a long-term legislative solution is required.
Considerations include amendment of NDEA Title VI, reauthoriza-
tion and appropriation of the International Education Act (IEA), or
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creation of a new budget line to be administered by the Department of
State. Several participants noted reasons why amendment of NDEA
Title VI would not yield good results. In contrast, Section 101 of the
IEA is considered perfectly suited to meet this need but requires
reauthorization and appropriation. Although other options appear
possible, each also has positive and negative consequences. The choice
awaits forceful executive department or congressional action.

The second action item for foreign area research is to provide a
meaningful national language training program. Mastery of the
foreign language is essential to foreign area specialist, even though this
means several years of intensive training beyond his or her academic
work. For those teaching, those in the conduct of international
relations, and for those involved in trade and contact with other
nations, language competence is necessary. The educational system of
the United States continues to treat this as a minor concern affecting
only a small segment of the population. A massive abolition or curtail-
ment of foreign language requirements by institutions of higher educa-
tion in the late 1960s and early 1970s has exacerbated this problem. A
national program is-needed to reverse this direction and to stimulate
language training. .

Annual federal funding of $20 million is estimated as necessary for a
national language program. This would include language centers;sup-
port for the intensive training and residence of specialists; development
of new teaching methods; broadening of training to other than the
classicial languages (so as to include Russian, Japanese, Chinese,
Arabic, and other less widely spoken languages); retraining of faculty
and international affairs specialists; and new arrangements to in-
troduce language training into the professional schools of business,
law, etc. The existing legisiation of NDEA Title VI appears ap-
propriate, with the purpose of the new funds specifically designated.
The significance of this boost can be best seen when it is contrasted
with the current appropriation of only $15 million for both language
and area studies centers.

A third action item for foreign affairs research complementary to the
second, is the establishment of a Presidential Commission on Foreign
Language Training. This action would give recognition to the fun-
damental and unique role and significance of language training not for
a small segment of the population, but for an increasingly large and im-
portant segment of the population. The commission should be
charged with the conduct of a systematic inquiry into the scope, ade-
quacy, quality, and effectiveness of foreign language training and
resources in the United States. It would issue a formal public report on
its findings, and perhaps a periodic review of the follow-up to its
recommendations and the impact of the foreign language training
program previously identified. The commission is not seen as an alter-
native to the immediate funding of the foreign language program, but
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